HISTORICAL  EPOCHS  ACCORDING TO   MARX
production that it was chiefly done by slave labour.
This, however, is a feature which it has In common with
the Asiatic mode of production and with that of many
modern colonial states ; and then in the later ages of
the Roman Empire, slave labour played a very sub-
ordinate part, because slaves were scarce.
It is only when he approaches more recent times that
Marx gains a solid footing : one may safely distinguish
between a feudal or mediaeval and a modern capitalistic
mode of production. His theory is based on his know-
ledge of mediaeval and modern history, with which he
was much better acquainted, whereas he knew but little
of all previous epochs, and therefore contented himself
with classifying them under these two inappropriate
and unwarranted headings.
It was a further mistake to call these four periods
progressive periods. Setting aside the fact that the
historical evolution in the Far East, in a great part of
Africa, and in the New World took a very different
course, we shall have to make reservations even for that
section of general history which Marx had in mind.
Confining our research and our conclusions to European
history, in which we must include that of Northern
Africa and of the Near East as being inseparably con-
nected with Europe and affected by the same movements
and the same catastrophes, we may, basing- our estimate
on the growing command of the productive forces and
on the increasing differentiation in all spheres of life,
establish the fact of a progressive development from
primitive life to the resplendent civilisation of ancient
Rome and Greece. The political development from
the wandering tribes of an early period to agriculture,
to the building of great cities, to the foundation of
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